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Bef ore ERVIN and MOTZ, " Gircuit Judges, and CHAPMAN, Senior Circuit
Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

" Judge Mptz did not participate in consideration of this
case. The opinionis filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to 28
U S C § 46(d).
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order di sm ssing
hi s cl ai munder the Racketeering Influenced and Corrupt Organi za-
tion Act, 18 U.S.C. A 88 1961-1968 (West 1985 & Supp. 1995). W
have revi ewed the record and the district court's opinion and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, although we deny Appellees’
notion to dismss the appeal, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Bosley v. Riepe, No. CA-95-1190-HAR (D. Md. July

26, 1995). In light of this disposition, we deny Appell ees' notion
to expedite as noot. We dispense with oral argunment because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

Process.
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